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Memorandum 



Date October 10, 2006 



To Examiner John Chavis 
From Dana Christensen 
Re Patent Application Serial No. 1 0/628,564 
AttyDocketNo. 13909-026002 

cc David Jordan 



Examiner Chavis, 

Thank you for agreeing to conduct a personal interview with David Jordan and me 
on Wednesday, October 11, 2006, at 10:00 a,m. to discuss U,S> Patent Application 
Serial No. 1 0/628,564. As agreed, I have prepared the following proposed 
interview agenda. 

In the interview, we intend to discuss why the applied reference, EBusiness 
Process Modeling: The Next Big Step," by Aissi et al is not seen to disclose^ teach 
or suggest the features recited by the rej ected claims. In particular, we intend to 
discuss why the applied reference is not seen to disclose at least the features 
recited in dependent claim 13 (and corresponding claim 22). 

Upon reaching agreement with regard to the lack of such teachings, we intend to 
further propose modestly amending the independent claims, if necessary, to 
incorporate one or more of these coutradistinctive features. 

We look forward to discussing this application with you. 

Best Regards, s j 




Dana L. Christensen 
Rjeg.No. 54,035 
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